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Reply to Office Action 
Application No. 10/811,469 ^ 

REMARKS Qm ^£m§it n 

A , JUL 1 0 2006 

Discussion of Claim Amendment 

CtaWnlOhas been canceled without prejudice and new claim 12 has been added, 
Claim 10 has been wor king heat-sensitive lithographic 

which is directed to a method of preparing a posiUve working 

printinsplateprecursor. No new matter has been added. 

Discussion of Refections 

■ , - .i 7 io and 1 1 under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as allegedly 
The Office Action rejects claims 1-7, 10, ana 1 1 una « lT c r 
u Pt ,1 fllP 0 950 516 Al); and claims 8 and 9 under 35 U.S.C. 
unpatentable over Verschueren et al. (BP 0 950 516 ), 4> 
§ 103(a) as allegedly unpatentable over Verschueren et al. m v,ew of sp 
lines 31-33. Applicants respectfully transverse the rejections. 

Tbepresent Office Action has maintained the grounds of 
- T ^onll9 2005 In the reply filed on July 19, 2005, applicants pointed to the 

^llhepresent Office Actionstates that it disagrees with the applicants' position 
particle size, l ne prescn unexpectedly supenor in 

^ome^fS-r^^^ot^v^i^^^- The Office Acoods 

"4" as a relatively unacceptable result 

Applicantsrespectfully disagree withthe Office's reading of the appUcants' remarks 
and the presently claimed invention, for the following reasons. 

,- * ™«, 11 lines 8-17 clearly defines the four rating levels for the 

The application at page 27, lines a i / y 

u m H/«r The si/e of the destructions present on the plate. Kanng m 
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^«nd ratine 4 The Office has failed to see this important 
differencebetweenraung3andrat 1 ng ^ Office erroneously focuses on 

difference. The Office fails to see the forest fo the tree, ™ ^term 

^«*w» rtf the claimed invention is clearly 
Fmtor, to "nnexpeeted superior result of _ Ms 

by . — — of experuneuts -WM ( 

« UWCM. r^iTlLS M andTab.ei.Exampies 10-13. 
toe 6. to addition, as set forth m Table 1. Examples l Wch „ 

u * ^offte claimedinveiitionhaveeceepteblerat.ngsofl,2,or3,i»roei> 

embodiments of the ciaimeo u. „f tlw mesenttv claimed invention 

. ,., Tt.»iinexi>ectedsupeiiorresultsoflhepreseniiye.auu 

:~:Xtrs«0f,ee_,e.. „0— — -- - — 
provided, not selected ones. 

v iso have shown that the difference in the results obtained are of practical 
results. Applicants also have shown tha unacceptab i e in conixast to a rating 

significance, i-e., a rating of "4" of the prior art product is unaccepta 
TT * of the presently claimed invention, all of which are acceptable to prepare 
of 1, 2, ot 3, of the presently u nnexnected results in 

prinuns plate, Tf V«* — «*- SUPPOrt " *" ' 

the specification. 

Section 103(a). Accordingly, the rejection snouia u 
not be rejected on this basis. 

Conclusion 

AppUcanB.e^.lyentant^topa.en.^on.atae^o.for 
„ f in melpmion of.be Examiner, a telephone eunferenee would expedue the 

attorney. 
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LEYDIG, VOIT & MAYER, LTD. 
Two Prudential Plaza, Suite 4900 
180 North Stetson Avenue 
Chicago, Illinois 60601-6780 

(312) 616-5600 (telephone) 
(312) 616-5700 (facsimile) 
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